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(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘““(H) coordinate the operation of a cyber
tipline to provide online users an effective
means of reporting Internet-related child
sexual exploitation in the areas of—

‘‘(i) distribution of child pornography;

‘‘(ii) online enticement of children for sex-
ual acts; and

¢‘(iii) child prostitution.”.

SEC. 4. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 408(a) of the Miss-
ing Children’s Assistance Act (42 U.S.C.
5777(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘fiscal years
2000 through 2003’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years
2004 through 2007.”.

(b) ANNUAL GRANT TO NATIONAL CENTER
FOR MISSING AND EXPLOITED CHILDREN.—Sec-
tion 404(b)(2) of the Missing Children’s As-
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5773(b)(2)) is amended
by striking ¢$10,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2000, 2001, 2002, and 2003’ and inserting
¢¢$20,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2004
through 2007,

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, the Na-
tional Center for Missing and Exploited
Children is a critical component of our
Nation’s battle against child pornog-
raphy and child exploitation. It is abso-
lutely dedicated to eradicating these
evils, and its members work tirelessly
towards this end. The Center deserves
more than just kind words for these he-
roic efforts; Federal funding is nec-
essary for it to continue this good
work. Indeed, Congress has tasked the
Center with many missions, including
maintaining the cyber-tipline that re-
ceives reports of on-line child pornog-
raphy, which the Center forwards to
appropriate law enforcement officials.
In this, as well as many other areas,
the Center forms a valuable partner-
ship with both Federal and State law
enforcement officials and prosecutors
in redressing a host of crimes against
children.

The Center’s cause is just and its his-
tory of performance is excellent. I am
pleased to be the lead cosponsor of leg-
islation that will continue to authorize
funding for the National Center for
Missing and Exploited Children for the
next four years. Senator LEAHY and I
introduced this legislation in the 107th
Congress, and our bipartisan effort con-
tinues in this new Congress. Our bill
again authorizes funding at $20 million
per year—twice the previous authoriza-
tion—in recognition of the severity of
the problem and the increased duties
the Center has taken on.

As the Chairman of the Judiciary
Committee, I am confident that this
bill will become law very soon. I hope
all of my colleagues will join Senator
LEAHY and me in supporting this bill.

——————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 103—TO AU-
THORIZE REPRESENTATION BY
THE SENATE LEGAL COUNSEL IN
THE CASE OF JOHN JENKEL V.
DANIEL K. AKAKA, ET AL.

Mr. FRIST (for himself and Mr.
DASCHLE) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and
agreed to:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

S. RES. 103

Whereas, in the case of John Jenkel v.
Daniel K. Akaka, et al., No. C 03-0381 (JCS),
pending in the United States District Court
for the Northern District of California, the
plaintiff has named as defendants ninety-
four Members of the Senate;

Whereas, pursuant to sections 703(a) and
704(a)(1) of the ethics in Government Act of
1978, 2 U.S.C. §§288b(a) and 288c(a)(1l), the
Senate may direct its counsel to defend
Members of the Senate in civil actions relat-
ing to their official responsibilities: Now
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate Legal Counsel is
authorized to represent the Members of the
Senate who are defendants in the case of
John Jenkel v. Daniel K. Akaka, et al.

————
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 32—EXPRESSING THE

SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARD-
ING THE PROTECTION OF RELI-
GIOUS SITES AND THE FREEDOM
OF ACCESS AND WORSHIP

Mr. GRAHAM of South Carolina (for
himself, Mr. SANTORUM, Mr. BUNNING,
Mr. NICKLES, Mr. CRAIG, and Mr.
CRAPO) submitted the following con-
current resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions:

S. CoN. RES. 32

Whereas throughout time various groups
have felt special attachment to places that
they considered sacred and holy, and the sa-
cred texts of the great historical religions in-
clude accounts of specific places where indi-
viduals or groups experienced significant en-
counters with God;

Whereas holy places create a memory of
these encounters with the divine and are a
part of the character of every religious tradi-
tion;

Whereas holy places are as much a com-
mon feature of the religious traditions of hu-
manity as are sacred time, ceremonies, and
prayer;

Whereas one of the results of the identi-
fication of locations as sacred is that these
places can become the focus for the tensions
between the members of different religious
communities;

Whereas a place that is considered holy by
one group can come to be claimed by adher-
ents of another tradition, and as a result
holy places can become the source of conflict
as much as of spiritual expression;

Whereas when religious communities trag-
ically fall into estrangement or antagonism,
the holy places of each community often be-
come the target of violence or vengeance in-
stead of veneration and reverence, and peo-
ple act out their contempt and anger
through occupation, desecration, and de-
struction;

Whereas the location of many holy sites of
the three main monotheistic religions are lo-
cated in the State of Israel and in the Pales-
tinian territory;

Whereas this region is especially impor-
tant to the followers of Judaism, Islam, and
Christianity, and many visitors from around
the world travel to these sites for personal
and religious inspiration;

Whereas under British control the Pal-
estine Mandate of 1922 contained a number of
provisions ensuring freedom of religion and
conscience and protection of holy places, as
well as prohibiting discrimination on reli-
gious grounds;

Whereas the Palestine Order in Council of
that same year provided that ‘‘all persons

. . shall enjoy full liberty of conscience and
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free exercise of their forms of worship, sub-
ject only to the maintenance of public order
and morals’ and ‘‘no ordinance shall be pro-
mulgated which shall restrict complete free-
dom of conscience and the free exercise of all
forms of worship.”’;

Whereas these provisions of the Mandate
and the Palestine Orders in Councils have
been recognized in the Israeli legal system
and are instructive of Israeli policy in safe-
guarding freedom of conscience and religion;

Whereas the Israeli Declaration of Inde-
pendence of 1948 is another legal source that
guarantees freedom of religion and con-
science, and equality of social and political
rights irrespective of religion;

Whereas this document states ‘‘the State
of Israel . . . will be based on freedom, jus-
tice, and peace as envisaged by the Prophets
of Israel; it will ensure complete equality of
social and political rights to all its inhab-
itants irrespective of religion, race, or sex; it
will guarantee freedom of religion, con-
science, language, education, and culture.’’;

Whereas this document expresses Israel’s
vision and its credo, and adherence to these
principles is guaranteed by law;

Whereas each religious community within
Israel is free to exercise its faith, observe its
own holy days and weekly day of rest, and
administer its own internal affairs;

Whereas the Israeli Protection of Holy
Places Law of 1967 states that freedom of ac-
cess and worship is ensured at all places of
worship and religious significance;

Whereas this law states ‘‘the Holy Places
shall be protected from desecration and any
other violation and from anything likely to
violate the freedom of access of members of
the various religions to the places sacred to
them, or their feelings with regard to those
places.”’;

Whereas Israel has worked to abolish dis-
criminatory laws and adopt standards of
safeguarding access to holy sites;

Whereas in the past fifty-five years Israel
has striven to assure the safety of all reli-
gions;

Whereas the holy sites in Israel and Pales-
tinian regions should be protected from dese-
cration and any other violation;

Whereas two years ago, in Nablus, the
Tomb of Joseph was ransacked and set on
fire on live television, and in retaliation a
group twice attempted to burn a mosque in
the center of Tiberias;

Whereas these actions were followed by at-
tempts to destroy an ancient Jewish syna-
gogue in Jericho;

Whereas last spring, during the Easter sea-
son, heavy unrest in the West Bank resulted
in a stalemate between Israeli soldiers and
over 100 Palestinian fighters in the Church of
the Nativity in Bethlehem; and

Whereas this deadlock lasted over a month
and prevented anyone from visiting this
church of great historical and religious im-
portance: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring),

SECTION 1. SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) holy sites around the world, particu-
larly in the Israeli and Palestinian region,
should be protected from desecration and
any other violation;

(2) the freedom of access of members of the
various religions to the holy sites sacred to
them should not be hindered;

(3) to assure the safety of American citi-
zens, the holy sites currently under the sov-
ereignty of the State of Israel should remain
under Israeli protection, and that all holy
sites in the region remain open to visitors of
all faiths;
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